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Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 

Rejection of claims under 35 U,S,C, 102 and 103 

Claims discussed: 

4, 39, 40, 42, 46, and 48 

9 

Prior art documents discussed: 
Gardner et al. (2000) 

Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 



Part 



It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the inters/iew in the Notice of Allowability. 
□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: The 
Examiner telephoned Ms. McCpnathy_to discuss the issue of priority and in the course of the discussion proposed an 
examiner's amendment. The Examiner explained that although the reply filed'May 12, 2005 alleges Provisional 
Application Serial No. 60/257,073 provides a disclosure of a nucleic acid sequence comprising the polynucleotide 
sequence of SEQ ID NO: 1 , it failed to point to any particular passages or figures in which such disclosure is found. 
Ms. McConathy explained that the relevant disclosures are found in one or more of the attached manuscripts, which 
are incorporated in their entirety by reference and, as evidenced by the transmittal sheet, should have been regarded 
as part of the provisional application's specifcation. The Examiner agreed to confer with the technology center's 
quality assurance matrix, so as to determine whether the instant claims property benefit from the earlier filing date of 
the provisional application. If the claims do benefit, then, given the declaration under 37 C.F.R. 1.132 filed May 12, 
2005, it was further noted that an examiner's amendment will resolve all remaining issues and place this applicaton in 
conditon for allowance. Ms. McConathy authorized entry of the proposed examiner's amendment. . 



